under the title of this article, have set out to expound the application of psychiatry to the field of crime and delinquency.
In a generally favourable review published in these pages, the reviewer points out that the book in question deals not so much with the roots of crime as, perhaps, with the role of the psychiatrist in the administration of justice. This latter subject, however, is of great practical importance and in urgent need of interpretation to the public.
As the reviewer remarks, the prevailing attitude of the authors of the book is practical, but it may be that it inclines too far towards setting a limit to Of what is left, they value "common-sense" highly which, if pushed to a logical conclusion, will also deny the psychiatrist his role of expert witness.
Undoubtedly the misunderstanding between lawyers and psychiatrists is deep-seated, but it has doubtful constructive value for certain psychiatrists to project all the blame for the misunderstanding on to those of their colleagues of whose theories they disapprove. The word 'theory' like 'academic' can so easily be corrupted into a mere term of unthinking abuse. The psychiatrist who, as the reviewer puts it in a colourful passage, "takes fancy flights into the psychiatric stratosphere" is quite a venerable Aunt Sally by now; but to charge him with responsibility for all the misunderstanding not only greatly over-simplifies the issue, but also misleads the educated layman.
Psychiatry cannot be scientific without its working hypotheses and of all those working in courts, only medical witnesses have an obligation to relate their work to scientific hypothesis. 
